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Response to Comment P2-54
The commenter refers to a recent article in Environmental Health
Perspectives entitled "Dust in the Wind", Volume 110, No. 2, February
2002, p. 80 (Ginoux et al. 2002). This article refers to research by Paul
Ginoux and others at the Georgia Institute of Technology. The article
indicates that Ginoux and his colleagues have identified 10 main
sources of global dust events, including the Salton Sea. Mr. Ginoux was
contacted to determine the accuracy of the article in reporting the
Salton Sea as one of 10 main sources of global dust. His email
response, dated 5/24/2002, indicates that the source in question should
have been Owens Lake, not the Salton Sea.

Also, please refer to the following Master Responses in Section 3 of this
Final EIR/EIS: Air Quality Salton Sea Air Quality Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan; Air Quality Health Effects Associated with Dust
Emissions; and Air Quality Wind Conditions at the Salton Sea.
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Response to Comment P2-55
Relative to the Baseline, the reduced inflow under the Proposed Project
likely would reduce phosphorus loading to the Salton Sea.
Development of a TMDL, if appropriate, would be pursued through a
separate process. Refer to the Master Response on Hydrology –
TMDLs in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment P2-56
Comment noted.

Response to Comment P2-57
Without a specific reference to a part of the Draft EIR/EIS, this
comment is too general to respond to. Comment noted.

Response to Comment P2-58
The evaluation of impacts to biological resources of the Salton Sea is
based on assessing changes in the values provided by the Sea, and
subsequently, how groups of species using these values could be
affected. For example, shorebirds are addressed in the evaluation of
changes in Salton Sea invertebrate resources, and of changes in the
extent of mudflat and shallow water habitat. An evaluation of the effects
of the Proposed Project on each species individually is not necessary to
disclose the nature and magnitude of the Project's impacts on biological
resources or to determine their significance.



5-1147

Letter - P2
Page 41

Response to Comment P2-59
Please refer to the Master Response on Other Growth Inducement
Analysis in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment P2-60
Comment noted. Also, please refer to the Master Response on
Other Growth Inducement Analysis in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P2-61
Please refer to the Master Response on Other Growth Inducement
Analysis in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment P2-62
Since the Lead Agencies do not consider the Proposed Project growth-
inducing (refer to the Master Response on Other Growth Inducement
Analysis in Section 3 of the Final EIR/EIS) and physical changes to the
environment in the SDCWA service area have not been identified,
environmental justice issues were not identified for the SDCWA service
area. Rather, the Project would benefit the SDCWA service area and its
minority and low-income populations in the form of increased water
supply reliability. All of the communities benefiting from the Project
(SDWCA, MWD, CVWD, and IID) form a reference population, against
which the impacted population (for any significant adverse impacts) is
compared. For additional information, refer to subsection 3.15 in
Section 4.2, Text Revisions of the Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P2-63
Please refer to the Master Response on Other Growth Inducement
Analysis in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment P2-64
Refer to response to Comment P2-62.

Response to Comment P2-65
Comment noted.
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Response to Comment P2-66
The purpose of the Draft EIR/EIS is to evaluate the environmental and
related socioeconomic effects of the Proposed Project and Alternatives.
Section 3.14, Socioeconomics, includes the information necessary to
evaluate such effects.

Response to Comment P2-67
The commenter is correct that under the IID/SDCWA Transfer
Agreement, the water transfer under the Proposed Project to SDCWA
does not confer a permanent right to the water from IID to SDCWA.
However, after the initial term of the agreement (i.e., after 45 years), IID
and SDCWA each have the option to extend the terms of the
agreement for 30 additional years.

Response to Comment P2-68
Refer to response to Comment P2-40.
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Response to Comment P2-69
Comment noted.

Response to Comment P2-70
The commenter requests that the Project not result in an increase of
importation of salts into a community or watershed. Less water will be
imported in the IID water service area and Salton Sea subregions;
therefore, these areas will not experience an increase in the importation
of salts.

Under the SDCWA/MWD Exchange Agreement, SDCWA would
receive, for use in the SDCWA service area, the same blend of water
from MWD that it currently receives from MWD. That is, the blending of
Colorado River water with SWP water and other MWD water sources
would remain the same, and no measurable change in water quality or
quantity would occur in the SDCWA service area as a result of
implementing the Proposed Project and the SDCWA/MWD Exchange
Agreement.

As for the MWD service area, it will receive the same blend of Colorado
River and State Water Project water it currently receives with
implementation of the Project.

In CVWD, the increased use of Colorado River water for groundwater
recharge would increase the TDS of groundwater near the proposed
recharge basins, exceeding secondary (aesthetic) drinking water
standards. This effect is a significant and unavoidable adverse impact
that cannot be feasibly mitigated.

Response to Comment P2-71
Refer to the Master Responses on Other Growth Inducement Analysis
and Other Desalination in the SDCWA Service Area and Comments
Calling for Increased Conservation in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment P2-72
Effects of the Proposed Project on Mexico were identified and
addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 3.16. The analysis in the
Draft EIR/EIS found that changing the point of diversion from Imperial
Dam to Parker Dam for water transferred to SDCWA and/or MWD
would not change the quantity of Colorado River water that would flow
to Mexico because the same amount of water would be taken off the
River under the Proposed Project as compared to the Baseline—only
the diversion point would change. Similarly, changing the point of
diversion will not effect the salinity of flows to Mexico.
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